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1. Abstract

After RAN WG3 meeting #20 in Beijing there has been discussion about the authority of the TSG RAN WG3 to specify the IP version used in Iu interface. This contribution aims at clarifying the role and position of RAN WG3 in this matter.

2. Discussion

There is a TSG-SA WG2 contribution available (S2-011237, Nortel Networks) discussing the authority issue. The following excerpt is from the conclusion chapter of the referred contribution: "We [Nortel] propose that a liaison statement is sent to RAN3 to inform them that SA2 is responsible for specifying the transport protocol for the Iu interface and that their [RAN3] decision to mandate IPv6 for the “IP in the UTRAN” option is in conflict with the current position of SA2 as described in TS23.221." Text in square brackets is not part of the original text.

TSG SA WG2 has specified the use of IP in its Architectural Requirements specification TS23.221 (Rel5) in the following way:

" IP transport between network elements of the IP Connectivity services (between RNC, SGSN and GGSN) and IP transport for the CS Domain: both IPv4 / IPv6 are options for IP Connectivity. "

According to its Terms of Reference the TSG RAN WG3 has the responsibility for specifying the open multivendor Iu interface (http://www.3gpp.org/TSG/ToR/RAN/ran3_tor.htm)

Currently according to SA WG2 both IP versions are options while RAN WG3 has specified that in Iu, Iur and Iub the IPv6 is mandatory and the IPv4 is an option. The position of RAN WG3 is to ensure the multivendor operability of its interfaces by mandating one of the protocol options, while still not excluding the use of the other option. Furthermore, the position of RAN WG3 only concerns the terminating nodes of the given interfaces, excluding the transport network that is providing the connectivity services between the terminating nodes. 

Under these circumstances there is no conflict between the positions of SA WG2 and RAN WG3 as far as the IP in Rel5 Iu is concerned.

3. proposal

It is proposed that RAN WG3 takes the above mentioned position towards the issue of specifying the IP versions of Rel5 Iu interface.
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